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Quality of an editorial
A new notion of argumentation quality for news editorials:
A corpus with quality assessments of 1000 news editorials, each annotated by 3 liberals and 3 conservatives.
An analysis revealing that more than 5% of all editorials fulfill our notion of high quality, whereas only 1% really changed the stance of the reader.
We capture the quality of an editorial based on the combined effect on readers with different political orientation. 
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S o m e w h a t c h a l l e n g i n g
Group A has a set of beliefs and Group B has an opposite set of beliefs. 
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Selected findings: -The overall agreement is lower than the agreement within each group -The proportion of readers changing their stance after reading is significantly <1% -The ideology of the New York Times seems to be reflected in the annotated corpus:
The editorials reinforced the stance of many annotators with liberal ideology, while they often had no effect on annotators with conservative ideology.
We capture the effect of an editorial on people with different political orientation. What does argumentation quality mean for news editorials ?
